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□ Urgent 

□ Reply ASAP 

□ Please comment 

□ Please review 

□ For your information 

Total pages, including cover; 14 
Comments: 



Inventor: GHARAPETI AN, Ara H. 

U-S.Appln.No-: 10/037,208 
Filing Date: January 4, 2002 

Title: SYSTEM FOR TRANSMITTING CONTROL COMMANDS 

TO ELECTRONIC DEVICES 
The Eclipse Group Docket No.: HI06036USU (P01 003US) 

Please acknowledge receipt of the following Renewed Petition under 37 CFR l-137fb>: 

L Renewed Petition under 37 CFR 1 .137(b) (2 pages) & duplicate (2 pages); 

2. Statement of Jennifer H. Hamilton (3 pages); 

3. Exhibit A to Statement of Jennifer H. Hamilton (1 page); and 

4. Decision on Petition (5 pages). 



CERTIFICATE OF TRANSMISSION 

T hereby certify that this document (along with airy papers referenced as being attached or enclosed) is 
being transmitted to the United States Patent and Trademark Office via facsimile to Fax No. (571 ) 273- 
8300, on the date set forth above 



8300, on the date set forth above. /j 
Piane Gildem I 
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DOCKET NO. 
APPLICANT: 
TITLE: 



JUN 0 2 2008 PATENT 
The Eclipse Group Docket No. HI06036USU (P01 003US) 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

HI06036USU (P01003US) 
GHARAPETIAN,.Ara H. 

SYSTEM FOR TRANSMITTING CONTROL COMMANDS TO 



SERIAL NO: 
FILING DATE: 
EXAMINER: 
GROUP ART UNIT. 
CONFIRMATION NO. 



ELECTRONIC DEVICES 

10/037,208 

January 4, 2002 

Thuati N. Du 

2116 

6472 



CERTIFICATE OF 



F TRA NSMI SSION 



I certify that on & \ (^( : the 

attached correspondence is being transmitted via 
facsimile to the Ck>ramtssione!r for Patents at (571) 273- 
83Q( 




Diane Oilden 



Attn: Nancy Johnson 
Senior Petitions Attorney 
Mail Stop Petition 
Commissioner for Patents 
PCX Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313 

RENEWED PETITION UNDER 37 CFR 1.137(b) 

Dear Ms. Johnson: 

This is responsive to the Decision on Petition mailed March 31, 2008, for which a 
shortened statutory period for reply expires on May 31, 2008. Because May 31, 2008 occurred 
on a Saturday, this document is believed to be timely submitted on Monday, June 2 3 2 0 08. 
Therefore, this Renewed Petition is believed to have been timely filed under MPEP § 710.05. 

Applicant's Petition for Revival of an Application for Patent Abandoned Unintentionally 
filed November 9, 2007 was dismissed because this Petition for Revival did not satisfy the 
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jUN o' 2 2008 

PATENT 

The Eclipse Group Docket No. HI06036USU (P01003US) 



DOCKET NO.: 

APPLICANT: 

TITLE: 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

HI06036USU (P01003US) 
GHARAPETIAN, Are H. 

SYSTEM FOR TRANSMITTING CONTROL COMMANDS TO 



SERIAL NO.: 
FILING DATE: 
EXAMINER: 
GROUP ART UNIT: 
CONFIRMATION NO. 



ELECTRONIC DEVICES 

10/037,208 

January 4, 2002 

Thuan N. Du 

2116 

6472 



CERTIFI CAIEJ1F 



EMISSION 




I certify that on \Z> /^f U Q , the 

attached correspondence is being transmitted via 
facsimile to the Commissioner for Patents at (571) 273- 
8300 



00. i 



Diane GiMen 




Attn: Nancy Johnson 
Senior Petitions Attorney 
Mai) Stop Petition 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O.Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313 



STATEMENT OF JENNIFER H. HAMILTON 



Dear Ms. Johnson: 

I, Jennifer H. Hamilton, submit this statement in support of the Renewed Petition Under 
37 CFR § 1.137(b) filed concurrently herewith. 

I. I am ao attorney employed by The Eclipse Group LLP, an intellectual property 
law firm, and a registered patent attorney, Reg. No. 41,814. 



PAGE 3/9 * RCVD AT 6/212008 7:05:52 PM [Eastern Daylight Time] » SVR:llSPTO€FXRF«38 * DNIS:2738300 * CStD:8183324205 * DURATION (mm-ss):01-38 



06/82/2888 15:83 8183324285 THE ECLIPSE GROUP PAGE 84/89 




06/8-2/2088 15:03 8183324205 



THE ECLIPSE GROUP 



PAGE 



3k united States patent and Trademark Officb 




Conwiisslonerfor Pats 
United States Patent and Trademark Oft 
v P.O. Box \ 

Alexandria. VA2231JM 



THE ECLIPSE GROUP 

10605 BALBOA BLVD., SUITE 

GRANADA HILLS CA 91344 



In re Application of 
Ara Gharapetian 
Application No* 10/037,208 
Filed: January 4, 2002 
Atty Docket No- HI06036USU 
(P01003US) 



Pal er No. 



COPY MAILED 

MAR 8 1 20D8 
OFFICE OF PETITIONS 

DECISION ON PETITION 



. ■ • ™ * h p PETITION FOR REVIVAL OF AN APPLICATION 
^^""EE^SmSESSw UKOEK 37 CP* 1.1W0,, .fll- 
November 9, 2007. 
The petition is DISMISSED . 

Any request for reconsideration of this decision must be 

L !;!7^th<n two t2> MONTHS from the mail date of tms 
submitted within two 136(a) are 

letter entitled "Renewed Petition under 37 C.F.R.. § 1.117 1 

The above-identified application became gjS^J^S 
September 9, 2005. for *f ^ej^ f ile a timely "g^^ set 
final Office action mailed June 8, 2005. inis ^ ths wlth 

a shortened statutory period for r e P ly °J Jhrea (3) m r 
extensions of time obtainable under 9 1.136(a). A cour 
Notice of Abandonment was mailed, on April 10, 200b.. 

The petition includes a proposed reply in the form of ^request 
for continued examination and submission unde r §1 - RCE 
flls a statement of unintentional delay and payment of the 
petition fee sS forth in 37 CFR § 1.17 (m) . No terminal 
Slsc^aimer is deemed required at this time. However, .the 
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Application No- 10/037,208 

instant petition is not grantable because it does not satisfy 
requirement 1..137(b)(3)- 

35 U.S-C. 133 provides that: 

upon failure of the applicant to P™" ^? c n"oti=e 
within aix months after any action therein, of whien no 

^:rr»t -^SiTklfsS^a 

the satisfaction of the Director that such delay was 
unavoidable. 

35 o S C. 41(a) (7) allows for payment of a fee to revive an 
application for a patent abandoned J^^f^*^?^ 
legislative history of Public Law 91-247, 13, 96 Stat. 31 7^ 
(1982), reveals that the purpose of 35 U.S.C. A±\a)\<). 
Permit the Office to have more discretion than in 35 U.S.C. 133 
or Til to revive abandoned applications in a PP r °P riat * tina 

.542, 97th Cong., 2d Sess. 6-7 <19t^) > rs P rint 
U.S.C. C.A.N. 770-71. 

Implementing regulations 37 CFK 1.137(b) provides , in pertinent 
part, that:. 

« rt. riplav in reply by applicant was unintentional, a petition 
lay": SfiS pursuant to this paragraph to r., - abandoned 
application. A grantable petition pursuant to this paragraph 
must be accompanied by: 

(1) The reply required to the outstanding Office action or 
notice, unless previously 1*1*1; 

(2) The petition fee as set forth an S 1.17(m), 

3 A statement that the entire delay in faling the 
required reply from the due date for the reply until the 
filing of a grantable petition pursuant to this 
paragraph was unintentional. The Director may require 
additional information where there is. a question whether 
the delay was unintentional; and . 
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Application No. 10/037,208 



Page 3 



W Any ten^al disclaimer ' S" rtts 

§ 1.20(d)) required pursuant to paragrapn \u, 

section. 

in this instance, the application beca^ 

September 9 2005 g^f// "J L« of attorney was 

action on the Part of petitioners^ a p 4 including 

filed on October 10, 2006. However " *\ d til November 

the response to the Office action was ***** \^ @ntire 
9, 2007. The petition ^ludes a statement * ■ was 

^en?ionar SlTSfS^ : 
is requested. 

The burden of proof to show that the cause of the delay was 

lead to the denial of a petition under 37 CFR 1.137 (a) .or 
1 137(b), regardless of the circumstances that originally 
resulted in ?he abandonment of the application. 

It is well established that a delay ^suiting from a _ 

the claims are unpatentable, that a rejection in an Office 

the abandonment of such application is considered to be a 
deliberately chosen course of action, and the resulting «e y 
cannot be considered • as -unintentional- within the meaning of 37 
CFR 1 137(b). See Tn re Application of G , 11 USPQ2d 1378, WHO 
trLm r Pat 19B9) . An intentional course of action is not_ 
rSn'red unintentional when, upon reconsideration the applicant 
changes his or her mind as to the ^ 
have been taken. See In re Maldague , 10 USPQ2d 147/, i« 
rJL-r Pat 1988). A delay resulting from a deliberately 
cnos^n course of iition on £he part of the applicant does ^ot 
become an -unintentional" delay within the meaning of 37 CFR 
1.137(b) because: 
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Application No. 10/037,208 

(A) the applicant does not consider the claims to be 
paUtlblfover the references relied upon m an 
outstanding Office action; ,,• ^ or 

ffi) the applicant does not consxder the allowed or 
pa[entable P cla.ims to be of sufficient breadth or scope to 
iustify the financial expense of obtaining a patent; 

(C) III applicant does not consider any patent to be of 
sufficient value to justify the financial expense of 

(D) a th e n aopUcant e ao; S not consider any patent to be of 
sufflc!en?value to maintain an interest, in obtaining the 

%T"*e applicant remains interested in eventually 
obtaining a patent, but simply seeks to defer patent fees 
and patent prosecution expenses. 
Likewise, a change in circumstances that occurred subsequent to 
• the abandonment of an application does not render ^liberate 

X there was a deliberate decision not to continue the 
prosecution of an application. 

in view thereof, it is appropriate to request actional 
explanation as to why the delay in filing ^response to the 
Office action and in filing a petition should be considered 
unintentional within the meaning of § 1.137(c). 

Further correspondence with respect to this decision should be 
addressed as follows: 

By mail: Mail Stop Petition 

Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria,- VA 22313-1450 

By FAX: (571) 273-8300 

ATTN: NANCY JOHNSON 
SENIOR PETITIONS ATTORNEY 
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Application No. 10/037,208 

By hand: Customer Service Window 

Randolph Building 
401 Dulany Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 



Telephone inquiries specific to this matter should be directed 
to the undersigned at (571) 272-3219- 




on 

tions Attorney 
Petitions 
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